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SWITCH IN RED\
POLICY SEEN

‘ E
Allen Dg”;s Cites ‘Ruthless
Suppression” In Hungary

By BYNUM SHAW i
[2) e Junj;
Washington, - Nov. 14—Allen,
W. Dulles, chief of the Centrpl
Intelligence Agenecy, said today,
that fear of loss of contro] over,
the Soviet satellite domain droye|
Russia to its “ruthless suppres-|
sion” ‘of the Hungarian revy i, |
This course, Dulles saiﬁ’, was
“a complete reversal” ?f the
Kremlin's “shertlived polfey of
tolerance” and may signa] a re-
turn “to the days of riithless
Stalinism.” o
In an address before the Ameri-
can  Association of Landid rant
.Colleges and State Universities,
Dulles said tke uprising in Hun-
gary revegle@'a weakness in

suspected Byithe free world: that
even ‘tecaflés of political “indoc.
trination ca?i ot destroy the hu-
man desire for freedom.
“A- few human beings, it .is
true; "ean be brainwashed and
lose £0r a time any sense of right
and .Wrong, and the desire to
reasséft themselves. One Jthifg
you cannot do is to brainwash
a whole nation,” Dulleg said.
When the new reginie came to
power in Russia, Dulles safd, its
leaders were frightened at tHe
consequences of Stalinist policies
and decided to ease the “iron
grip” ‘of police dictatorship.
“I suspeet,” Dulles said, “that
the leaders in the Kremlin' felt
that the relatively long périod
during which they held and. in-
doctrinated their people had in-
ured them to follow and bbey
without question the dictates from
Moscow.
“For almost 40 years now the
Soviet system has ‘controlled the
USSR, and for ten yeurs or
more they have held the satellites
under iron discipline.” *
“Butcher” Cited
In Hungary, Dulles said, the re-
laxation of authority did not work
out because “the Hungarian peo-
ple were not content with half
liherties, qualified freedom” and
saught to shake off the Moscow
yoke,
At first, Dulles continged, “it
seemed that a miracle had hap-
pened, that what the pessimists
had always predicted was impos-
I:i-tﬂe hid occurred,

It sgemed that an uprising of
eople argely unarmed could pre-!
vail even over tanks and modern

implements of war, not because"
he revolting people were strong-

'Ft; bul because no butcher could

be found who would dare use all'
he might of modern weapons to
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-the governed,” Dulles said.

Jdhere is a need for’ additional
‘scholarships
#nd while I believe

"When dictatorship was thus,
but to the test,” the Intelligence_i
Chief said, “undoubtedly the nien
in the Kremlin who deb. ed_the
issue réached the conclusion that
thefr control not only in Hungary
but throughout the whole Soviat
dom®y was at stake.” =

The suppressign of the Hun-
garians has.pot ended the threat
fo Kremlin power, Dulles said,
but it has laid bare Moscow's
Bravest danger, “the suprising of
youth against tyranny. No Bimount
of Communist indoctrination and
Marxist education has served to
alter the basic urge. to “agséri
the right of free expression;

- “Dangerous Drug” ~.

“Education is a most dan%ffous

drug for dictators, and : pviet
leaders may be creating a’Rftua-
tion in the U.S.S.R. which evein-
tually—not tomorrow, but ‘s0me-
time—will cause pressure§ ‘Tor
further liberalization of polijtical
Nfe, still less police coercion,

-greater economic benefits for the

Russian people and more effee-
tive consultation of the wishes of :

In another address, Donald A.
Quarles, Secretary of the Air
Force, told  the educators that
Russia now has a “rough nunier-
ieal equality with us in scientifie
and technical manpower.”

“When we cgnsider the great
potential danger which our coun-
try faces and, so far as we can

see, must continue to face,”
Quarles said, “T think we are
justified in placing something|
like wartime emphasis on, our
technological, as distingujshed
Irom our cultural, needs” -
. Elkins Opposed

In a poll of the educators;: the
presidents of more than 30 insti.
tutions declared their firm op-
position to “substantial” increases
in educational fees. .

Dr, Wilson H. Elkins, president
of the University of Maryland,

was among those polled, and he
88W no justificgtion for “substan.
tial” increases in tuition,

“Increases of a substantial
nature would in my opinion re-
strict educational opportunity for
a large number of young men and
wonen,” he said. -

“This opinion is. based on a
knowledge of condisaons that exist
at the University of Maryland and
which prevail at othef institutions;
familiar to me. t i

“Atl the present time a large|
number of our students are work-
ing1 on or off campus and it is
difficult for many of them to pay
the tuition and fees now charged.

“Furthermore, we award a
number of scholarships ang
grants-in-gld all based on need as ‘
well as gepdemic achjevemnent,
and we have many worthy appli.|
cants who cannot hbe acecomino-
dated, It seems vip that

and grants-in-aid, |
that this|
should be done by the states in-,
stead of the Federal
ent, it must be done if al] who
are qualified for Jhigher educa-
;ion are enabled ‘to att.epd col-
ege. ol :

e ‘ o L
) “Whilg it is true that the in-
Wﬁg ozyrue glgt expenses at
college, other than tuition an
fees, haye illcrea[seti_.”

Govern-

LE

000166440079-9

b

le



